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Ragmond Gant
MSC 1252 Benediel College , Columbia, $C 20204

Hovegmber 2, 2005 1233 A

Senator Jim Pemint

U 8. denate

340 Russell Sgnate Offieg Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-Stale Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Senator Pemint:

| have sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to echangg the Universal
Servieg Fund (USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As gou Rnow, UST is currgntly collgeted on & revegnue basis. Pegoplz who dsg morg payg morg into the system. [ the
FCC changes that system to a flat {gg, that mgans that somgong who uses ong thousand minulgs a month of fong
distaneg, pays thg samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zgro minutes of long distaneg & month,
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisely should not b penalized for doing so.

T flat fee tax ecould causg many low-volume long distancg users, likg studgnts, prepaid wirglgss usgrs, senior citizens
and low-incomg rgsidential and rural eonsumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting thg funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unngeessary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimgntal gffgzet on small busingsses all across dmerics.

The Keep UST Tair Coalition, of which | am a member, Kegps me informed about the UST igsue with monthiy ngwsleliers
and up to datg information on their website, ineluding links to PCC information. Whilg | am aware that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs to reeover, or "pass along" theae fees 10 their customers, the reality is that thgy do. s a
consumer | wouald likg ensurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg. nd
according 10 the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officiale, the FCC has plans 10 change to a flat fee syslem
socn and withou! lggislation,

P will continue to monitor devglopments on the issug and continuge 10 spread the word to my eommunity. | request gou
pass along my conegrns to theg FCC on my behalf, letting them know how & {lat fee tex could disproporiionately affeet
those in your constitugney.

Thank gou for your eontinued work and I look forward (o hearing about gour position on this matigr.

dineerely,

Ragmond Gant

CE:
Thg Federal Communications Commission
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Jean Goertner
3208 Regina Drive , Silver Spring, MD 20906-5355

November 2, 2005 7:49 AM

Representative Chris Van Hollen

118, House of Representatives

1119 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Dacket 96-45

Dear Representative Van Hollen:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USH collection method 1o a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unlair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  I'the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uscs one thousand minutes 2 month of long
distance, pays the same amount inte the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constitucnis who use their hmited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While T am aware that
tederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure [ amn charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change to a flat
[ee system soon and without legislation.

I wili continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting then know how a flat fec tax could dispreportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you lor vour continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jean Goertner

(&8

The Federal Communications Commission
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Donna Stephens
315 Cyprus Lane , Endicott, NY 13760

November 2, 2005 :42 AM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U8, Senale

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clingon:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly Bat fee.  Many ol your constituents, including me, my [nends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system, 1 the
FCC changes that system to & flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat {ee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF [rom high volume o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  'While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a [lat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue o spread the word to my community. I request

you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

"Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Douna Stephens

L8 A
The Federal Communications Commission
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Harold Burns
N
4636 Bowles Rd , Baconton, GA 31716

November 2, 2005 8:11 AM

Senator Saxby Chambliss

[1.S. Senate

416 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear Senator Chambliss:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Cominissions’ (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USE) collection method to a menthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, iy frieneds,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacied by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minules of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, ke students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-icome residential and raral consumers, o give up their phones due to unaflordable mounthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary,
In addition, it would have a highly detrinental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USY issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. 'While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees (o their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
[ee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to momnitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my belialf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constluency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this maiter.

Sincerely,

Harold Burns

ce:

The Federal Communications Commigsion
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38 phillips st , stratford, CT 0614

November 2, 2005 6:59 AM

Senator Chris Dodd

T1.5. Scnale

448 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Dodd:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method (o a monthly fat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
[armily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1 the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A lat [ee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, semor citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
I addition, it would have a highly detimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, mcluding links to FCC information. While I am awarce that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with 1op FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a {lat
lee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word (o my community. 1 reguest

you pass along my concerns 1o the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
william moeginty

cc:
The Federal Comrauvnications Comphission
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8900 Bernberry 3., $arasola, Fls 34240

Hovember 2, 2005  1:05 {M

Representative Kathering Harris
{1.%. Housg of Representatives
116 Cannon House Offieg Building
Washington, C 20515-000]

Subjeet: Re: Federal-$tate Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Representativg Harris:

1 havg sgrious conegrns regarding thg Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Servieg Pund (SF) eollgetion method 10 & menthly flat feg. Meny of your eonstitugnts, ineluding me, my friends, famity
and neighbors, will bg negatively impaeted by the unfair ehange proposgd by the FCC.

s you know, UST iz currgntly eoligetgd on a revenug bagis. People whe use morg pay morg into the system.  If the
FCC changgs that system to a flat feg, that mgans that somgong who uses ong thousand mindtgs & month of long
distaneg, paygs the samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zero minutgs of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg (heir limited resources wisely should not be penalized for deing so.

A flat fee tax ecould cause many low-volume long disiance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordable monthly inergasgs on
their bills. $hifling the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngeessary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across fImerica.

The Reep UST Fair Coslition, of whieh | am a member, kegpe me informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwsletters
and up to dalg information on their websitg, ineluding links 1o ¥CC information.  Whilg 1 am awarg thal fedgral law dogs
not requirg companigs 1o recover, or "pass alony” these fees 1o their eustomers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to & numbgrs taxed, my servieg will ecst morg. Ind
aceording fo the Coalition's reegnt meglings with top FCC offieials, the FCC has plans to change 1o a flat fee system
soon and without lggislation.

[ will continue to monitor dgvelopnignis on the issug and econtinue to spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my coneerns to the F'CC on my behalf, letiing them Rnow how a flat fgg tax eculd disproportionately affect
those in gour constitugncy.

Thank gou for gour econtinugd work and 11ook forward to hearing about gour position on this matter.

Sinegrely,

Arthur €ldridge

Ce
The Federal Communications Commission
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Andrew Rapp Egg -. MAIEHOOM

7535 Route 322 , Shippenville, PA 16254
November 2, 2005 6:25 AM

Senator Arlen Specter

11.5. Senate

711 Hart Senate Ofhce Building
Washmgton, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Scuator Specter:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) coliection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
{amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As vou know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basts. People who use more pay more into the system. It the
FCC changes that system e a flat fee, that means that someone who uses onc thousand minutes a month ol long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minuies of long distance a month.
Constituetits who use their limited resources wisely should noi be penalized [or doing so.

A {lat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, sentor citizens
and Jow-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due 1o unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volumne to low-volume users 1s radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality 1s that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofiicials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
[ee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developmenis on the issue and continuc to spread the word to my commurity. [ request

you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my hehall, letting them know how a [lat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency,

Thank you for your contmued work and I look forward to hearing about vour position on this matier.
Smcerely,
Andrew Rapp

o
The Federal Communications Commission

=
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Herbert Flgteher -
102153 W. Twin Qaks §r, $un City, (92 83351-1857

Movember 2, 2005 12:41 1M

Sgnator jon Kyl

U5, Senate

730 Hart Sgnate Office Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Rg: Federal-slate Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Dear denator Kyl:

| have sgricus conegrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (PCC) position to change the Universal
Servieg Fund (USF) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, including mg, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impacted by the unfair ehangg proposed by thg FCC.

A5 gou know, USF is currgntly ecllgeted on & revgnug basis. People who usg morg pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, thal means that somgong who usgs ong thousand minulegs a month of jong
distance, pags thg samg amount into thg fund as someong who uses zero minutes of long distaneg a month.
Conslitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisely should not be penalized for doing sc.

1 flal fee tax could causg many low-volumg long distance users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizgns
and low-incomg residential and rural congumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordablg monthly inergasgs on
their bills. 8hifting the junding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volumg usgrs is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly deirimental effect on small busingsses all across Imerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, Kegps mg informed about the UST issug with monthiy ngwsleters
and up to date information on their wegbsitg, ineluding links 1o PCC information. Whilg | am aware that federal law does
not requirg companigs to regeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. 1z a
consumer | would like gnsurg 1 am charged fairly. If the PCC goes to a numbers taxed, my servicg will cost more. nd
aceording to thg Coalition's recent megetings with top FCC officiats, the PCC has plans to changg (o a flat feg system
soon and without lggislation.

[ will continug to monitor dgvglopments on the izsag and eontinug to spread the word to my commanity. [ request you
pass along my eonegrns to thg FCC on my behalf, Tetting them know how a flat jee tax could disproportionalgly affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou jor your eontinued work and [ Took forward to hgaring about your position on this matter.

Sineerely,

Herbert Fleicher

fe{CM ,
The Pederal Communiceations Commission
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12458 Rolling Ridde RP , Milaca, MN 56353-5704

Hovember 2, 2005 1:06 ¢IM

Senator Horm Colgman

U.3. dgnate

320 Hart denate Offieg Building
Washington, C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Frderal-Stalg Joint Board on Universal derviee CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Henator Colgman:

| have sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position (o ehangg the Universal
Serviee Fund (USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of your constitugnts, ineluding meg, my friends, family
and neighbors, wili bz negatively impacted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currgntly ecllgeted on a rgvgnug basis. Peoplg who usg morg pag morg info thg system. If the
FCC changgs that systgm to a flal fee, that means that someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distancg, pays the samg amount intc the jund as somgong who uses zero minutgs of long distancee a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited regsouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could causg many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-inecome residential and rural eonsumers, 1o give up their phongs due to unaffordable monthly inereasgs on
{heir bills. Shifting the funding burdgn of the USF from high volume to low-velume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental ¢ffeet on small busingsses all across fimerica.

The Keep UST Pair Coalition, of which 1 am & mgmbgr, Regpa me informed about the UST {ssug with monthiy newsletters
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that fedgral law dogs
not require companigs 1o recover, or "pass along” thesg fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer | would like gnsurg [ am charged fairly. [f the PCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my servieg will eost morg. tind
according to the Coalition's recent meelings with top FCC officials. the TCC has plans to change to a flal fee system
soon and without leggislation.

twill éontinuz to monitor devglopments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my ecommuanity. [ request you
pass along my eonegrns to thg FOC on my behalf, Tetting them know how a flat fez tax could disproportionately affeet
thosg in gour eonstitugney.

Thank you jor your eontinugd work and [ 1ook forward to hgaring about your position on this matigr.

Sinegrely,

Wallgr Capps

ee. . L .
The Federal Communications Commisgion



RECEWED & INSPECTED
JAN g g 2006

- MAILROOM
Helson borance FCC MA

2661 Puninoni &t , Wehiawa, tl 96786-2847

Hovember 2, 2005 350 (M

Senator Panigl nouye

(1.9, Senalg

722 Hart Sgnate Office Building
Waszhington, ®C 20510-0001

Subjget: Rz Federal-8tate Joint Board on Universa!l $egrvieg CC Pocket 96-43

Pear denator Inouyge:

| havg sgrious conegrns rggarding the Fedgral Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position (o ehange the Universal
Sgrvieg Fund ((18F) ecllzetion method to a monthly flat fee. Manyg of your constitugnts, including me, my friends. family
and ngighbors, will bg nggatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

Hs you know, USF is currgntlyg collgeted on a regvenue basis. People who usg morg pay morg into the sgstem.  1f the
PCC changes (hat system 10 & {lat fee, that megans thal someone who usgs ong thousand minuigs a month of long
disteneg, pays the samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zero minuigs of long distance & month.
Conslitugnts who usg their limited rgsouregs wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

 flat feg tax could cause many low-volume long dislancg users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordable monthly incrgasegs on
their bills. 8hifling the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume usgrs is radieal and unngeessary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental gffeet on small busingsses all across dmerica.

Thg Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a mgmber, kKeeps mg informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwsletigrs
and up to dalg information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am awarg that federal law does
nol rgquire eompenigs to regeover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that thegy do. He a
consumer [ would likg gnsurg | am charged fairly, [f thg FCC gogs to a numbers laxed, my servieg will eost morg. find
according to thg Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC offieials, the FCC has plans fo change (o a {iaf fee system
soon and without legislation.

I will cdnlinup: lo monitor'dzugélopmgznls on the issue and conlinue 1o spread thg word to my ecommunity. | request you
pass along my concerns 1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a fiat feg tax could disproportionately affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour econtinugd work and [ look forward to hgaring about gour position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mglson lsoraneg

ee:
The Pederal Communieations Commission
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_ L
9760 Pineridge Drive NW Apt H, Walker, MI 49534
November 2, 2005 8:05 AM

Senator Carl Levin

11.8. Senate

269 Russell Senate Oflice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear Senator Levin:

I have senious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method 1o a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
farmnily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who usc more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that system (o a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month ol fong
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limled resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless uscrs, senior citizens
and low-income residential and niral consumers, 1o give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume uscrs is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While 1 am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees Lo their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC gocs to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with iop FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
lee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my communily. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your conslituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward 10 hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincercly,

Carol Hassett

ce
The Federal Communications Commuission .
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kevin doran \

101 andrews st , massena, NY 13662 R

November 2, 2005 7:46 AM

Senator Hillary Clinton

1.8, Senale

476 Russell Senate Oflice Building
7ashington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on [niversal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear Senator Clinten:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to change the Universal
Service I'und (UUSF) collection method 1o a monthly flal (ce.  Many of your constituents, including me, my fricnds,
[amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacied by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I the
FCC changes that system 10 a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should nol be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneccssary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

‘The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC imformation.  While 1 am aware that
tederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asaconsumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change to a [lal
Iee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue 1o monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word (o my community. I request

you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionaicly
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
kevin doran

CCl
The Federal Communications Comimission

I



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 g 2006

Virﬁinia Usher FCC - MAILROOM |

133 FParmvigw Cl. , €ast Peoria, [l 61611-9696

Movember 2, 2005 {45 1M

Senator Barack Obama

U.8. $enatg

713 Hart Senate Office Building
Washinglon, PC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal $grvice CC Pocket 96-95

Pear dgnalor Obama:

[ have sgrious conegrns regarding thg Fedgral Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position o changg the Univeraal
Servieg Fund (UST) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of gour constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impacted by the unfair echangg propesed by the FCC.

s gou know, UsST is currently eollgeted on a rgvgnug basis. People who use morg pay morg into the system.  If the
FCC ehanges that system 1o a fial fee, that megans that somegong who uses ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into the fund as somgone who uses zero mindtgs of long distaneg & month.
Constituents who use their limiled resources wisgly should not be penalizgd for doing so.

T flat feg 1ax could causg many low-volume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-income residgntial and rural consumers, to give up their phongs due to unaffordablg monlhly inergasgs on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burdgn of the USF from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg & highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across megrica.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, kegps me informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwslgtters
and up 1o dale information on their website, ineluding links 1o FCC information. Whilg [ am aware that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs 1o regeover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
eonsumer | would likg gnsure [ am charged fairiy. If the PCC gogs 1o a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost more. find
according to the Coalition's reeent meetings with top FOC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a fal {ee system
soon and without Iggiglation.

[ will eontinag to monitor devglopments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my eonegrns to the PCC on my bghalf, letting thgm know how a {lat fee lax could disproportionaigly affeet
thosg in your eonstitugney.

Thank gou for gour contirugd work and 1 look forward tc hearing aboul your position on this matter,

dinegrely,

Virginia Usher

[ICH
The Federal Communications Commission



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 o 2006

EGG - MAILROOM

Russ Prevost
2241 Qak , Pmconning, M1 48650

November 2, 2005 7:11 AM

Senator Debbie Stabenow

1].5. Senatc

133 Hart Scnate Ollice Bullding
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Scnator Stabenow:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC} position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my fricnds,
farnily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposcd by the FCC.

As you know, USEF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1l the
FCC chianges that sysiem to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat tee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due 10 unatlfordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shilling the funding burden of the USF {rom high volume 1o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps ine informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links (o FCC information.  While I amn aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according 1o the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change to a Hat
lee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word to my community. T reques
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
aflect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Russ Prevost

e
The Federal Communications Commission



Richard Davis
3735 Leroy In. #5 , Wallace, SC 29596

November 2, 2005 6:41 AM

Senator Jim Demint

L. 5. Senale

340 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 205100001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Demint:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USE) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, TISF 1s currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someonc who uses one thousand minwtes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance 4 month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residenttal and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to wnaflordable menthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneccssary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies (o recover, or "pass along” these lees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes (o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a {lat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issuc and continue to spread the word to my community. T request

you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
atlect those m your constituency,

Thank you for your continued work and I lock forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Smcercly,

Richard Davis

(g4

The Federal Communications Commission

' [




Robin Rostonski

11540 2nd 3t HE , Magnolia, OH 44643

Hovgmber 2, 2005 4:21 18M

Sgnator George Voinovieh

U.8. dennlg

524 Hart $¢natg Offieg Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subjget: Re: Fedgrai-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Poeket 96-45

Pear Senator Voinovich:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communicaiions Commissions' (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Sgrvice Fund ([U$T) collgetion method to & monthly flat fee. Many of your conslitugnts, including me, my friends, family
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by thg FCC.

ds gou know, UST is curregntly eollgeted on & revende basis. People who use morg pay more info the sysiegm. [f the
PCC changes that systgm 10 a flat fee, that means thal someong who usgs ong thousand minutegs & month of long
distaneg, pays the same amount into the fund as someong who usgs zegro minutgs of long distanee a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resources wisgly should not bg pgnalized for doing so.

A flal fee 1ax eould eause many low-volume long distaneg users, likg students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior cilizezns
and low-incomg residgntial and rural consumers, to givg up their phongs due to unaffordableg monthly inereases on
thgir bills, &hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across fAmerica,

The Keep UST Pair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newslgliers
and up to dateg information on their websitg, including links 1o FCC information. Whilg [ am aware thal fgderal law dogs
not requirg companigs to regeover, or "pass along” these fees (o their customers, the realily is that they do. s a
consumer | woald likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the PCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my servicg will cost morg. dAnd
aceording to the Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a [1af feg syslem
soon and without legdislation.

[ will continug to monitor developments on thg issug and eontinug 1o spread thg word to my eommunity. | reguest gou
pass along my concerns 1o the FCC on my behalf, 1giting them know how & flat fge tax could disproportionately affecl
thosg in your eonstitugney.

Thank gou for your eontinugd work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matler.

Sinegrely,

Robin Rostonski

cel
The Pederal Communieations Commission



JAND @ 2006

Donna Cranford

RECEVED & {NSPECTED

M

PO Box 1853 , Asheboro, NC 27204
November 2, 2005 8:10 AM

Senator Richard Bur

11.8. Senate

917 Russcll Senate Oftice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Scnator Burr:

[ Liave serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, inclading me, my fricnds,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair chiange proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Il the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Canstitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-velume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

T'he Keep USF Tair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
lederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fecs to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofhcials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee systemn soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue {o spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a {lat fec tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward (o hearing about your position on this matler.

Smcerely,

Donna Cranford

cC .
The Federal Communications Commission



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 g 2006

FCC - MAILROOM

THOMAS KIIJ.EFESS
1555 S. 280th. EAST AVENUE , CATOOSA, OK 74015-4710

November 2, 2005 7:40 AM

Senator Tom Coburn

U1.8. Senate

172 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Coburn:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USY) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
[amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed hy the FCC.

As you know, USY is currently collecied on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero mmutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A lat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, scnior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USY issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these lees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recentt meetings with (op FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a {la
{ee system soon and without legistation.

I'will comtinue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. T request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letling them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
alleet those in your constituency.

Thank you for your contined work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this malter.

Sincercly,

THOMAS KURFESS

cCl
'The Federal Communications Commission



Corina Mitrov FCC - MA'LROOM

2119 Pickens ve. , Charloite, HC 28208

November 2, 2005 1110 M

Senator Elizabeth Polg

.3, denate

355 Pirksgn denate Office Puilding
Waszhington, C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Docket 96-43

Pear senator Pole:

| have serious eonegrne regarding the Pederal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Servieg Fund (USF) collgetion method to a monthly flat feg. Many of your constilugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be nggativelyg impaeted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currently collgeted on a rgvgnug basis. People who tse more pag morg into the sgstem.  If the
FCC changgs that system to a flat feg, that means that someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distancg, pags the same amount into the fund as someong who uses zgro minutes of long distaneg a month.
Consgtitugnls who use their limited rgsourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

1 flat fee tax could causg many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior cilizens
and low-inecome residgntial and rural consumers, to givg up their phongs dug to unafiordable monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding barden of the USF from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
additicn, it would have & highly detrimental gffeet on smal!l busingsses all across dmgerica,

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed aboult the USF issug with monthly ngwsletters
and up to datg information on their website, ineluding links to FCT information.  While [ am aware that fedgral law does
nol requirg companigs to rgeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumgr 1 would likeg gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg, fnd
according 10 the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans t¢ change 1o a flat fgg system
soon and without Iggislation,

I will continug to monitor devglopments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my communitg. | request gou
pass along my coneerns to the FOC on my beghalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproporticnately affeel
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinued work and | look forward 1o hearing aboat your position on this mattgr,

Sineprely,

Corina Milrov

ee
The Federal Communieations Commission




Carolmae Encherman
80 Lyme Road Apt.205, Hanover, NH 03755

November 2, 2005 6:45 AM

Senator Judd Gregg

1.5, Senatc

393 Russell Senate Office Buillding
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Gregg:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (UJSF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my [riends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. {f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mereases on
thetr bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF {rom high volume (0 low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USY Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed abowt the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date imformation on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a [kt
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to menitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request

you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this maiter.
Sincerely,
Carolmae Encherman

oo

The Federal Communications Commission



Michele Czzowitz
110 Rose Island Way Apt. 1502, Ponie Vedra Beach, FL 32082

November 2, 2005 7:26 AM

Senator Mel Martinez

United Statcs Senate

317 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Martinez:

I have serious concems regarding the Federal Communications Commussions' {(FCC) position io change the Universal
Service Fund (USPH collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, inclhuding me, my friends,
[amily and ncighbors, will be negatively immpacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As vou know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more nto the system. Il the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that somecne who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the tund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance 2 month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high velume to low-volume users is radical and unneccssary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information,  While 1 am aware that
lederal law does not require companics to recover, or "pass along” these fecs to their customers, the reality is thai they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure | am charged fairly. 1f the FCC gocs to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according (o the Coalition’s recent mectings with top FCC olflicials, the FCC has plans to change to a {lat
fee system soon and withoui legislation.

[ will conunue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionaiely
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michele Crzowitz

e
The Federal Communications Commission



Trizh Peters
8912 €. Oak &1., Frankfort, IN 46041

November 2, 2005 1144 M

Representative Steve Buyer

{.%. House of Rgpresentatives

2250 Rayburn Hoase Offiee Building
Wasghington, C 20515-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-Staie Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Representative Buyer:

| havg serious coneegrns regarding the Federal Commuanieations Commissicons' (FCC) position 1o ehange thi Universal
Serviee Fund (U$F) collection method 10 a monthly flat fee. Many of gour constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negalively impacted by the unfair ehange proposgd by the FCC,

s you know, USF is currgntly coligeted on a rgvenue basis. People who usg more pay morg info the system. If the
FCC changes that sgstem to a flat fee, thal means that somgong who usgs one thousand minutes a month of long
distanee, pays the samg amount into the fund ag someong who uses zgro minutgs of long distanee a month,
Constitugnts who use their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

M fiat fee 1ax could causg many low-volumg long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizens
and low-inecomg residential and raral consamers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills. Shifling the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unngegssary. [n
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses sll across fmerice.

The Kegp UST Fair Coslition, of whieh | am & mgmber, Rgeps me informed aboul the USF issug with monthiy newsletters
and up 1o date infermation on their website, ineluding links to PCC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg companiegs 10 reeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reslity is that they do. s a
consamer [ would likg gnsurg | am charged fairly. If the FOC gogs 1o & numbers taxed, my servicg wilt cost morg. fnd
acceording Lo the Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, thg FGC has plans fo change (o a fial feg system
soon and without ledistation.

' will continug 1o monitor dgvelopments on the isaug and eontinug to spread the word to my commanity. | request you
pass along my eoncerns 10 the FCC on my behalf, 1gtting them know how a flat feg tax could disproportionately affect
thosg in your eonstitugney,

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and [ ook forward Lo hearing about your position on this matter,

dinegrely,

Trish Pelers

Ge;
The Federal Communieations Commission
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Christine Roulston

1875 Campus Dr. , Fairborn, OH 45324-3948

November 2, 2005 7:38 AM

Senator Mike DeWine

LS. Senate

140 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Dockel 96-145

Dear Scenator DeWinc:

I have serious concems regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC} position to change the Universal
Scrvice Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fce.  Many of your constituents, including me, my [riends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Il the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zcro minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee ax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-mcome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones duc to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Kcep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies (o recover, or "pass along” these fecs to their customers, the reality s that they
do. Asa consamer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans 1o change to a [lat
[ee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word to my cotnmaonity. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a Hat fee tax could disproportionately
affeet those in your constituency.

Thank you for your contimued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

Sincerely,

Christine Roulston

Ot
The Federal Communications Commission

R e i



Jim Woodward
PO Pox 43359 , Fi. bauderdale, ¥l 33538

Novgmber 2, 2005 129 AM

Senator Bill Helson

U.9. Sgnalg

716 f1art dgnate Office Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CC Docket 96-45

Pear Senator Melson:

1 have serious conegrns regarding the Federsl Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position 1o changg the Univgrsal
Servieg Fund (UST) eollgetion method 1o & monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unjair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currently eollgeted on & revenug basis. Pgople who usg morg pay morg in{o the systgm.  {f the
FCC ehanges that system to a flal fee, that means that someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distaneg, pays thg samg amount into 1he fund as somgong who uses zero minates of long distancg & monlth.
Constitugnts who usg their limitgd resourees wisgly should not bg penalized for doing so.

 jlat ee tax couid eause many low-volume long dislancg users, like students, prepaid wirgless usgrs, sgnior eitizens
and low-ineomg regsidential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phongs dug 1o unaffordablg monthiy inergases on
their bills. Shifling the funding burden of the UST from high voiume 1o low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffect on small busingssgs all across dmerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, Kegps mg informed aboul the USF issug with monthiy ngwslgligrs
and up to datg information on their websile, ineluding links to FCC information.  Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs 1O regeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is (hat they do. s a
consumer | would 1ikg gnaurg | am charged fairly. If the OO gogs to s numbgrs taxgd, my service will cost morg. find
aceording to thg Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FOC officials, the FCC has plans to ehange to a flal fee system
soon and without legislation.

T will continug to monitor dgvglopments on the issue and continug 10 spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, 1giting them Know how a flat feg tax could disproporticnalgly affect
thosg in your conslitugney.

Thank you for gour econtinugd work and [ ook forward to hgaring about your position on this matter.

dineergly,

jim Woodward

cer
The Tederal Communications Commission
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Richard Reboulet
35 Sneaking Cregk N, fdshevitle, AC 2880531654

Hovember 2, 2005 546 M

sgnator Richard Burr

.3, denate

217 Russell denate Office Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-dtate Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear denalor Burr:

| have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commigsions' (FCC) posilion 1o changg the Universal
Sgrviee Tund (U8F) collgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnis, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negalively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC

s gou know, USF is currgntly eollgeted on & regvenug basis. People who usg morg pay morg info the system. If the
FCC ehanges that system 1o a flat fee, that means thal scmgong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
dislance, pays the samg amount into the fund as somegong who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who ugg their limited resources wisgly should not be penalizegd Jor doing so.

 flat fee tax ecould causg many iow-volume long distancg users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural eonsumers, to givg ap thgir phongs dug to unaffordable monthly increasgs on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngeessary. In
addition, it would havg a highly defrimental ¢ffect on small busingsses sll across America.

The Keep USF Tair Coalition, of whieh | am a megmber, Kegps me informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletters
and up to datg information on thgir website, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am aware that federal law does
nol requirg companies 10 regcover, or "pass along” these fees o their customers, the rgality is that they do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsure | em charged fairly. If the FCO gogs 1o & numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will cost more. find
according to thg Coalition’s rgegnt meetings with top FCC officials, thg FCC has plans to change 10 a fiat fee system
soon and without legislation.

I will continug to monitor developments on the issug and eontinug 10 spread the word to my community. | request gou
pass along my eoncerns to the FCC on my behalf, lgtting them know how a flat fge tax could disproportionately affect
those in your conslilugney.

Thank gou for your eontinugd work and ook forward to hgaring aboul your position on this mattgr.

Sineerely,

Richard Reboulgt

e
The Federal Communications Commission

e



